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Art Unit 
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■■ r/,e MAILING DMt of this communicaUon ap pears on the cover sheet with me corresponaence adtfress » 

Period for Reply ^^^^ ^ 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 1 MONTH(S) FROM 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of '^f oom"iumcattoa^ statutorv minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

If the oeriod for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a f^Ply wthm the stMu o^^^^^ MONTHS frorn the mailing date of this communication. 

: Tn'SS t re'pl'y is'spec.,ed «e — (35 U.f.C. § 133). 

■ :rrer?:ottr.he^cLtar^^^^^ 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 



1)D 

2a)n 
3)D 



Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

This action is FINAL. 2b)12 This action is non-final. 

Since this application is in condition for allowance -cePt for fon.a. ^^^^^^ T/o G° 21 1 ' 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 o.c.. ^. 



Disposition of Claims 

4) ia Claim(s) 1:90 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) n Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 13 Claim(s) IM are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 on The drawing(s) filed on is/are: 3)0 accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 DD The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 0 certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3 □ copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translafion of the foreign language provisional application has been received 

15) 0 Aclnowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 



4) □ interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) □ Notice of informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: 
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The foUcwlng is an election/restriction rec^ire^ent . In 
..aer .o be fully responsive, applicants .ust respond to both the 
election requirement and the restriction requirement. 

restriction to one of the following inventions is required 

under 35 U.S.C. i 121^ 

I. Claims 1-38, drawn to an alkali metal compound, 

classified in Class 540, subclass 3. 

IX Claims 39-62, drawn to a process o£ making an alkaU 
metal compound, classified in Class 585, subclass 516. 

,3-74, drawn to a poller, classified in Class 

526, subclass 173. 

■ r- J ■ V, n^sca. S95 subclass 325.1. 
classified m Class t)/:^, 

^. .'^^^ ^srh from the other because ot 

The inventions are distinct, each trom u 

the following reasons: 

inventions I and II are related as process of making and 
product made. The inventions are distinct if either or both of 
the following can be shown: ,1. that the process as claimed can 
,e used to make other and materially different product or (2, 

aifferent process (HPEP i 806.05(£... m the instant case the 
product as claimed can be made by a materially different process 
..ch as a process of transmetalation or halogen-metal exchange. 
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invanticns I and III are related a. mutually exclusive 
epecies In an intermediate-final product relationship. 
Oistmctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the 
intermediate product is useful to ma.e other than the final 
product (MPEP S 80.. 04,.,, 3rd paragraph,, and the species are 
patantahly distinct (MPEP S 80..0.,h„. In the instant case, the 

. J rr. hp useful to produce polymers 

intermediate product is deemed to be usetul 

not having an end group 'S.' and the inventions are deemed 
patentably distinct since there is nothing on this record to show 
them to be obvious variants. Should applicant traverse on the 
ground that the species are not patentably distinct, applicant 
should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record 
Showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on 
the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prror 
„t, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 
35 u S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

inventions I and IV are related as product and process of 
use The inventions can be sho^i to be distinct if either or 
both of the following can be shown: (1, the process for using the 
product as claimed can be practiced with another materially 
different product or (2, the product as claimed can be used in a 
materially different process of using that product («PEP 
, Boe.osm,, . in .he instant case the product as claimed can be 
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.sed in a materially different process of using the product such 
as a process of polymerizing cyclic siloxans monomers. 

inventions III and IV are related as process of making and 
product made. The inventions are distinct if either or both of 
the following can be shown: (1) that the process as claimed can 
be used to make other and materially different product or (2) 
that the product as claimed can be made by another and materially 
different process (MPEP S 806.05(f)). In the instant case the 
process as claimed can be used to make other and materially 
different product such as a product not having a protecting 
group . 

The inventions of Groups II and III as well as the 
inventions of Groups II and IV are not related by any of the 
relationships permitted by MPEP § 806 . 05 (a) - (i) . 

This application contains claims directed to the following 
patentably distinct species of the claimed invention: Applicants 
are required to elect a single polymerization initiator by 
selecting from claim 1 a single choice for the moieties M, 0, Z, 
T A, R', R=. R^ 1. " ^"-^ m and applicants are also required to 
choole e'ither the first structure or the second structure shown 
at lines 1-5 found in instant claim 1; applicants are also 
required to elect a single f unctionalized polymer by (in addition 
to the above election) also electing a single group "FG- as well 
as a single group "L" and a single hydrocarbyl group "P" from 
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..ose in the Group IIX clai.s, applicants are also required to 
elect a single (unctionalizing agent by selecting a single 

subscript K tro. those foun. in clai™ BO; applicants should also 
elect polymers containing protecting groups or polymers which 
have been deprotected,- applicants should also elect a single 
oo— r fro™ one o£ the comono.ers recited in cla.. 88. 

;,pplicant is required under 35 U.S.C. ! 121 to elect a 
Single disclosed species for prosecution on the .erits to which 
the Claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally 

Ki^ Pnrrentlv. no claims are generic, 
held to be allowable. Currently, 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must 
include an identification of the species that is elected 
consonant with th.s requirement, and a listing of all clarms 
readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An 
.rgument that a claim is allowable or that all claims are generic 
is considered nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election. 

upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be 
entitled to consideration of claims to additional species which 
are written in dependent form or otherwise include all the 
limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 
CPR 1 141 If claims are added after the election, applicant 
„ust indicate which are readable upon the elected species. HPBP 
§ 809 . 02 (a) . 



Serial No. 09/625,787 
Art Unit 1711 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are 
not patentably distinct, applicant should sub.it evidence or 
identify such evidence now of record showing the species to be 
obvious variants or clearly ad.it on the record that this is the 
case, in either instance, If 'the examiner finds one of the 
inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or 
admission .ay be used in a rejection under 3S U.S.C. S 103<a. of 

the other invention. 

Because these Inventions are distinct for the reasons given 
above and have acquired a separate status in the art because of 
their recognized divergent subject matter, restriction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to 
be complete must include an election of the invention to be 
examined even though the requirement be traversed (37 CFR 1.143). 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims 
to a non-elected invention, the Inventorship must be amended in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.48 (b. i£ one or more of the currently 
named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must 
be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1.48 (b, and by the fee 
required under 37 CFR 1.17 (i) . 

Due to the complexity of this election/restriction 
requirement, no election/restriction by telephone was attempted. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed 
to Jeffrey Mullis at telephone number (703) 308-2820. 



J. Mullis: cdc 
October 3, 2001 



